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NOTICE OF INTENT 
TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE  

 
City of Colfax 

Sewer Collection System and Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Improvements Project 

To:  Interested Persons  

From:  City of Colfax 
PO Box 702 
Colfax, CA  95713 

Subject:  Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration  

Public Review Period:  August 12 through September 11, 2020 

The City of Colfax is the Lead Agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) for the proposed Sewer Collection System and Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Improvements Project  (Proposed Project).   The Proposed Project is composed of three 
elements---upgrades to portions of the City’s sewer system, an algae removal system, 
and installation of a solar array at the City’s wastewater treatment plan (WWTP).  The 
City has tentatively determined that the Proposed Project will not result in a significant 
adverse impact on the environment. Therefore, in accordance with CEQA, the City is 
prepared to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration.  
 
The City of Colfax is located in Placer County, approximately 50 miles northeast of 
Sacramento.  The City lies within the Sierra Nevada foothills at an elevation of 
approximately 2,400 feet mean sea level (msl). Interstate 80 (I-80) transects the city.  
The sewer system extends from the WWTP to connections located throughout the City.  
The sewer lines are primarily located within or adjacent to City streets, but in some 
cases the lines cross parcels and/or travel through open land. The solar facility and 
algae removal system would be located at the WWTP. The WWTP is located on 72.5 
acres approximately 0.5 miles southeast of the City.  

The proposed IS/MND is available for public review from 8am to 5pm, Monday through 
Thursday, at the offices of the City of Colfax Public Works Department (address listed 
above) and online at the City’s website at:  

http://colfax-ca.gov/ 

The public comment period on the IS/MND closes on at 5pm on September 11, 2020. 
Comments may be submitted to the City of Colfax at the above address. Emailed 
comments should be submitted to “city.clerk@colfax-ca.gov” and should include the 
phrase “Colfax Sewer Collection and WWTP  Improvements Project DIS/MND” in the 
subject line.  
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As discussed in Item 4.a and shown in Figure 3-1, there are several places where the 
sewer alignment passes through riparian habitat.  For the most part, these areas are 
collocated with the drainages shown in Figure 3-3.   The loss of riparian habitat would be 
considered a significant impact. 
 
Mitigation Measure 2 would reduce the severity of this impact by ensuring that waters of 
the US and/or State that could be disturbed are delineated, and that, if feasible, project 
construction avoids such waters and associated riparian habitat.  If avoidance is not 
feasible, then the Proposed Project would need to demonstrate no net loss of “waters” or 
habitat.  This requirement could be met through the permitting process.  For waters of 
the US, the US Army Corps of Engineers oversees 404 permits for fill of wetlands and 
other waters.  For streams, streamside habitat (e.g., riparian habitat) and waters of the 
State, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife must issue a Streambed Alteration 
Agreement.   
 
Mitigation Measure 2 
   
2(a) To the extent feasible, the layout, design and construction of the solar facility, sewer 

line upgrades and algae removal system, including staging areas, shall avoid 
potential Waters of the US and of the State. If any of the drainages shown on 
Figures 5a through 5e of the BWRA would be disturbed by project construction, a 
wetland delineation shall be prepared by a qualified biologist, in accordance with 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers “Minimum Standards for Acceptance of 
Preliminary Wetlands Delineations” and “Final Map and Drawing Standards for the 
South Pacific Division Regulatory Program,” and submitted to the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers Sacramento District Office for review and verification. A 404 permit 
from the USACE shall be obtained prior to any disturbance of verified wetlands. 

 
2(b) If project construction would affect a stream crossing, bed, bank or associated 

riparian vegetation related to any of the drainages shown in Figures 5a through 5e 
of the BWRA, a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement shall be obtained 
prior to disturbance of any of these areas. 

 
2(c) If wetlands are present, a wetland and/or riparian mitigation plan shall be prepared 

and shall ensure no net loss of waters of the U.S. and riparian vegetation. The 
wetland and/or riparian mitigation plan shall be based on a wetland delineation 
verified by the USACE. This measure may be implemented through the 404 permit 
and/or Streambed Alteration Agreement processes. The plan shall include the 
following: 

 
(i)   Compensation for the loss of wetland and/or riparian habitat through a 

combination of restoration, enhancement, and/or the purchase of mitigation 
credits at an approved mitigation bank. The ratio of compensation shall be 
determined in consultation with USACE and/or California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife (CDFW), as part of the 404 permit and/or Streambed Alteration 
Agreement processes, but shall not be less than 1:1. 

 
(ii)   Prior to any construction activities on the site, a protective fence shall be 

erected around the boundaries of wetland and/or riparian areas to be retained. 
This fence shall remain in place until all construction activity in the immediate 
area is completed. No activity shall be permitted within the protected areas 
except for those expressly permitted by the USACE and/or CDFW. 

 
(iii)  For any construction activities in areas that could result in runoff to Bunch 
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Creek or any other drainage that supports riparian habitat or wetlands that are 
to be preserved, water quality shall be protected using best management 
practices (BMPs) and erosion control techniques during construction including, 
but not necessarily limited to, preservation of existing vegetation, mulches (e.g., 
hydraulic, straw, wood), and geotextiles and mats, during construction. 

 
d. Although the study area does not include habitat for special-status animal species, it 

does contain potential nesting habitat for raptors and migratory birds. The Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (MBTA) prohibits direct and affirmative purposeful actions that would reduce 
migratory birds, their eggs, or their nests, by killing or capturing.  In addition, California 
Fish and Game Code § 3503 states “It is unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly 
destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this code or any 
regulation made pursuant thereto.”  Violation of these regulations could occur as a result 
of project construction if nests, eggs, or young birds are destroyed during site clearing 
and/or other construction activities. This would be a significant impact. Mitigation 
Measure 3 would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level by requiring that the 
area to be disturbed by project construction be surveyed for nests immediately prior to 
construction activities, and if any active raptor or migratory bird nests are found, the 
nests must be protected until the young have fledged. 

 
 Mitigation Measure 3 
 

3(a) If tree removal or other ground disturbance will occur during the breeding/nesting 
season (February 1 through August 31), preconstruction surveys for nesting 
raptors and other protected migratory birds shall be conducted prior to any 
vegetation clearing or other ground disturbance associated with the Proposed 
Project.  The preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a qualified 
consulting biologist no more than 14 days prior to initiation of project 
construction. If no nesting raptors or other protected nesting birds are identified, 
then no further action is required.   

 
3(b) If nesting raptors are found, an exclusion zone around each nest shall be 

established in consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW).  If other protected nesting birds are found, an exclusion zone around 
each nest shall be established at an appropriate distance until the young-of-the-
year are no longer dependent upon the nest site.  Alternatively, project 
construction may be delayed until after August 31, when all local nesting birds 
are assumed to have completed nesting.   

 
3(c) If project construction commences after August 31, when all local nesting birds 

are assumed to have completed nesting, no surveys would be required. 
 

e. The City of Colfax has adopted protections for trees over 6 inches diameter at breast 
height (dbh) through Municipal Code, Chapter 17.110, Tree Preservation Guidelines.  
Under the Proposed Project, tree removal would be required for installation of the solar 
facility.  Additionally, some trees could be removed for the sewer pipeline upgrades, 
depending on which segments are improved.  The algae removal system would not 
require that any trees be removed.  The Proposed Project would comply with the City 
ordinance, so there would not be a conflict with City ordinances or policies.  Therefore, 
no impact would occur. 

 
f. No adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Conservation Community Plans, or 

other approved local, regional, or State Habitat Conservation Plans have been adopted 
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for the study area or immediate vicinity.  Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
conflict with such plans and there would be no impact. 
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than-
Significant 
Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No  

Impact 
 
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. 

Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Cause a substantial adverse 

change in the significance of a 
historical resource pursuant to 
Section 15064.5? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

 
b. Cause a substantial adverse 

change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant 
to Section15064.5? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

     
c. Disturb any human remains, 

including those interred outside of 
formal cemeteries. 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

 
Discussion 
 
The analysis of impacts on cultural resources is based on the Historic Properties Identification 
Report for the Colfax Wastewater System Improvements (HPIR) prepared by Peak & 
Associates (April 2020).  To prepare the HPIR, Peak & Associates conducted a records search, 
literature review and field inspection, and consulted with local tribal representatives.  The 
following setting information and analysis is derived from the HPIR. 
 
At the time of contact with Europeans, the Colfax area was controlled by the Nisenan, a 
subgroup of Maidu.  Malaria was introduced into Central California circa 1831, resulting in a 
tremendous epidemic in 1833 that decimated the region’s Native American population.  It is 
estimated that 75 percent of the total Native American population in the region died in that 
single year. Malaria was also present in the mining camps of the Sierra foothills, and remained 
endemic until approximately 1880.10 
 
After the 1848 discovery of gold at Coloma, thousands of people flocked to California.  Many 
towns and cities grew up to provide services to the miners.  The community of Illinoistown was 
established in the 1850s southwest of the project area, within the present day boundaries of 
Colfax. Illinoistown was a transportation center with extensive freighting and staging operations.  
In 1865, the transcontinental railroad was completed to Clipper Gap.  Colfax became a terminus 
in September 1865. The City of Colfax continued to provide supplies and services to the mining 
industry during its boom periods.  It was also a shipping point for lumber and fruit.   
 
South Auburn Street became the northern alternate route for the first transcontinental highway, 
the Lincoln Highway, completed in 1910.  It later became Highway 40, and ultimately was 
replaced by Interstate 80.  Today, Colfax provides services to travelers on Interstate 80.11 
 
                                                
10 Peak & Associates, Historic Properties Identification Report for the Colfax Wastewater System Improvements 

(HPIR), April 28, 2020, page 7. 
11 Peak & Associates, Historic Properties Identification Report for the Colfax Wastewater System Improvements 

(HPIR), April 28, 2020, page 7 and 8. 
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Colfax was named for Schulyer Colfax, Vice President of the United States under President 
Grant from 1869-1873.   
 
a.-c. No historic properties were identified within the areas surveyed, which included the 

pipeline segments that could be subject to upgrades and approximately 10 acres at the 
WWTP.12 In this case, “historic properties” include both prehistoric and historic sites and 
artifacts that would be defined as significant under Section 15064.5 of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  Nonetheless, there is the possibility that subsurface sites or artifacts are 
present, but have been obscured from view by vegetation, fill or other historic activities so 
that there is no surface evidence.13   If such resources are present, they could be 
damaged or destroyed during excavation and grading, which would be a significant 
impact.  Mitigation Measure 4(a) would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant 
level by ensuring that archaeological resources, if unexpectedly encountered during 
construction, are identified before they can be damaged or disturbed by construction 
activities, and that they are treated appropriately after discovery. State law further 
requires that, if human remains are discovered, the County Coroner must be notified, as 
indicated in Mitigation Measure 4(b).  If the Coroner determines that the remains are 
Native American, the most likely descendent must be consulted regarding appropriate re-
interment. 

 
Mitigation Measure 4 
 
4(a) Prior to the onset of construction, all construction staff would be involved 

in vegetation removal, grubbing, grading and/or excavation will be 
provided with training in the identification of cultural resources during 
these activities.  If a member of the construction team believes that an 
archaeological resource has inadvertently been uncovered, all work within 
50 feet of the discovery shall cease, and a qualified archaeologist shall be 
notified immediately. Appropriate steps shall be taken, as directed by the 
archaeologist, to protect the discovery site. The area of work stoppage 
shall be adequate to provide for the security, protection, and integrity of 
the archaeological resources in accordance with federal and State Law, 
and at a minimum shall be 50 feet from the discovery. Vehicles, 
equipment, and unauthorized personnel shall not be permitted to traverse 
the discovery site.   Any artifacts and/or sites that are uncovered shall be 
recorded, preserved in situ and/or donated to an appropriate organization 
or archive, according to the recommendations of the archaeologist.  For 
resources of Native American origin, the geographically culturally 
affiliated Native American tribe(s) shall be contacted to request input 
regarding the disposition of the resource.  Recommendations of the 
Native American representative shall be documented for the project 
record, and a justification shall be provided for any recommended 
measures that are not implemented. 

 
4(b) If human remains are discovered or uncovered during any phase of 

construction, all work in the area shall stop, and the  Placer County 
Coroner shall be notified immediately, according to Section 5097.98 of 
the State Public Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of California’s 

                                                
12   Peak & Associates, Historic Properties Identification Report for the Colfax Wastewater System Improvements 

(HPIR), April 28, 2020, page 11. 
13  Peak & Associates, Historic Properties Identification Report for the Colfax Wastewater System Improvements 

(HPIR), April 28, 2020, page 11. 
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Health and Safety Code. No further excavation or disturbance of the site 
or any nearby area suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall occur 
until the Placer County Coroner has determined that the remains are not 
subject to any provisions of law concerning investigation of the 
circumstances, manner and cause of death, and the recommendations 
concerning the treatment and disposition of the human remains have 
been made to the person responsible for the excavation, or to his or her 
authorized representative. If the Placer County Coroner determines that 
the remains are not subject to his or her authority and if the Coroner 
recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has 
reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, the Native 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours 
to request the names of the most likely descendent(s), and Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98 shall be adhered to in the treatment 
and disposition of the remains.  The approved treatment and disposition 
of the remains shall be implemented before the resumption of ground-
disturbing activities within 50 feet of where the remains were discovered.  
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than-
Significant 
Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No  

Impact 

 
6. Energy. 

Would the project: 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

a. Result in potentially significant 
environmental impact due to 
wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of 
energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or 
local plan for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
Discussion 
 
a. The Proposed Project would not result in the inefficient, wasteful or unnecessary 

consumption of energy.  Construction of the Proposed Project would require the use of 
fuels (primarily gasoline and diesel) for operation of construction equipment (e.g., 
dozers, excavators, generators, and trenchers), construction vehicles (e.g., dump and 
delivery trucks), and construction worker vehicles. However, construction activities would 
be temporary and would not result in a long-term increase in demand for fuel.  
 
After construction is complete, there would be a net reduction in non-renewable 
electricity use due to the installation of the solar facility, which would generate up 1 
million kWh per year, enough to fully offset WWTP electrical demand.  The upgraded 
pipelines would not increase energy use, and could slightly reduce the energy needed 
by the WWTP by reducing the amount of stormwater conveyed to the plant.  Similarly, 
the algae removal system would render plant operations more efficient, which could 
have a small positive effect on energy use.  
 
The Proposed Project would not require additional staff, so there would not be a change 
in the number of daily employee trips to the project site.  There would be a slight 
increase in fuel and electricity associated with periodic maintenance of the solar facility 
and algae replacement system, but this would occur no more than 12 times a year.  
Solids from the algae removal system would also be periodically hauled to a landfill.  
These trips would be necessary and routine, and would not result in wasteful or 
inefficient use of fuel. 
 
For the above reasons, this impact would be less-than-significant impact. 

 
b. The Proposed Project would comply with applicable energy-related policies and 

regulations.  In addition, the Proposed Project would promote State efforts to increase 
the use of renewable energy by installing a solar facility.  Therefore, this would be a 
less-than-significant impact.   
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than-
Significant 
Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No  

Impact 
 
7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. 

Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Directly or indirectly cause potential 

substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
i. Rupture of a known earthquake 

fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist - Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or 
based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault?  Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology 
Special Publication 42. 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
iv. Landslides? 

!  
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
b. Result in substantial soil erosion, or 

the loss of topsoil?  

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
c.  Be located on a geologic unit or soil 

that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
d. Be located on expansive soils, as 

defined in Table 18-1-13 of the 
Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
e. Have soils incapable of adequately 

supporting the use of septic tanks 
or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 

paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 



 
    3.  Environmental Checklist 	

Colfax Sewer & WWTP Improvements Project  Draft Initial Study/MND 
  August 2020	3-28 

Discussion 
 
a.i-iv, 
c., d. Like much of California, the City of Colfax is subject to seismic activity, although the risk 

associated with seismic hazards is low, due to the distance between developed areas 
and active earthquake faults. The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act requires 
the delineation of zones by the California Department of Conservation, Geological 
Survey along sufficiently active and well-defined faults. The purpose of the Act is to 
restrict construction of structures intended for human occupancy along traces of known 
active faults. Alquist-Priolo Zones are designated areas most likely to experience surface 
fault rupture, although fault rupture is not necessarily restricted to those specifically 
zoned areas.  

 
Colfax has not been identified as a city that would be affected by the Alquist-Priolo Act. 
Rupture of the surface has not resulted from faulting associated with earthquakes in 
Colfax or Placer County. The most recent listing of Earthquake Fault Zones under the 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act does not include either the City of Colfax or 
Placer County14, and ground rupture is unlikely at the project site. The project site is not 
located on or immediately adjacent to a known active fault. Therefore, the project site 
would not be subject to fault rupture.   

 
The City of Colfax is in an area where the level of earthquake hazard is relatively low, so 
the intensity of ground shaking would be less than in areas with stronger seismic 
activities.  In Colfax, only weaker, masonry buildings are expected to experience 
damage, although very infrequent earthquakes could cause stronger shaking.15  The 
Proposed Project would not construct any occupied buildings, so there would be no risk 
to human life or property due to building collapse.  The Proposed Project components 
would be built to seismic standards to ensure that they could withstand the amount of 
ground shaking expected to occur within the Colfax area during an earthquake, so there 
would be minimal risk of damage to the pipelines, algae removal system or solar panels.     

 
Liquefaction is a phenomenon whereby granular soil (i.e., silt and sand) is transformed 
from a solid state into a liquid state (quicksand) as a result of an increase in pore-water 
pressure due to an earthquake. Liquefaction would most likely occur in water-saturated 
silts, and in sands and gravels having low to medium density.  The areas of Colfax that 
are most susceptible to liquefaction would be streambeds and sloped exposures.16   For 
the most part, the sewer pipeline upgrades would occur in areas that are relatively flat, 
and outside of streambeds.  There are some places where pipelines would be located in 
or near small drainages.  The solar facility would be installed on a hillside above the 
WWTP.  These areas could be subject to some amount of ground failure during an 
earthquake.  However, all project components would be built to State, City and 
engineering design standards, including seismic standards.  This would minimize the 
likelihood that project components would be damaged and/or that service would be 
disrupted in the event of an earthquake.   

 
Geologic and soil conditions can vary from site to site.  Soil characteristics, such as 
expansive soils, which increase and decrease in volume in response to changes in water 

                                                
14  California Department of Conservation, Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones, 

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/. Accessed June 9, 2020. 
15  California Department of Conservation, Earthquake Shaking Potential for California, 2016, accessed at 

https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/Map-Sheets/MS_048.pdf, June 9, 2020. 
16  City of Colfax, General Plan 2020, September 22, 1998, page 7-3. 
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content, could create a geologic hazard. Areas with steep slopes, such as the solar 
facility site, can be subject to landslides under certain conditions.  A geotechnical report 
will be prepared for the project components, and will identify the soil types and geologic 
conditions that occur in the areas where project construction would occur.  The 
geotechnical report will also include standards to ensure that project construction 
addresses these conditions, including expansive soils, slope failure and liquefaction.   
 
Because the Proposed Project would be designed and constructed to appropriate 
seismic and geotechnical standards, the risks associated with seismic activity and soils 
and geologic constraints would be less than significant.   
 

b. Earth disturbing activities could result in erosion during construction.  However, as 
discussed in Item 10(a)(ci)(d), below, the Proposed Project would be required to obtain 
and comply with the State General Construction Activity Stormwater Permit, which 
requires use of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent eroded soils and other 
contaminants from entering surface waters. Because project construction would be 
required to comply with erosion reduction and sediment control measures, it would not 
result in substantial erosion.  Therefore, this is a less-than-significant impact.    

 
e. The Proposed Project would not provide a new or alter an existing septic system.  

Therefore, no impact would occur.   
 
f.  The majority of the project site is underlain by the Mariposa Formation, which was 

formed on the bottom of the sea during the Jurassic period.17  Although no fossil 
specimens have been reported in this formation in Placer County, it has yielded fossils in 
the California foothills18.  Portions of the project site are underlain by Mehrten formation, 
which has yielded fossils in Placer County.19  No fossil specimens were reported in the 
City of Colfax. 

 
 Because the project site is underlain by geologic formations that are known to contain 

fossils in areas outside of the City, fossils could be present.  However, most project 
construction would occur in areas that have already been disturbed and/or excavated.  
For example, the sewer pipeline upgrades would occur within the existing sewer 
alignments and at similar depths.  If fossils had been present in these areas, they were 
likely displaced by construction of the existing sewer lines and surrounding development.  
Similarly, the algae removal system will be installed within the disturbed portions of the 
WWTP, so it is unlikely to encounter any fossils.  The solar facility would require 
vegetation removal on an undisturbed site, but only minor grading and excavation.  
Nonetheless, if fossils are present, then project construction could result in their damage 
or destruction, which would be considered a significant impact.  Mitigation Measure 5 
would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level by ensuring that if fossils are 
encountered, all construction activities in the vicinity of the find are halted until the find is 
evaluated and recovered if warranted. 

 
Mitigation Measure 5 
 
5(a) A worker education program prepared by a qualified professional 

paleontologist shall be distributed to all project construction workers who 
                                                
17  California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, Geologic Map of Placer County, 1995. 
18  UC Museum of Paleontology Specimens Online Search, June 10, 2020. 
19  Placer County, Placer County Conservation Program Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental 

Impact Report, Public Draft, December 2018, page 3.4-17. 
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could be involved in ground disturbance.  The program shall include review 
of applicable local, state, and federal ordinances, laws, and regulations 
pertaining to paleontological resources; description of the types of fossils 
that can be encountered and their general appearance; and discussion of 
site avoidance requirements and notification procedures to be followed in 
the event that a sensitive paleontological resource is found during 
construction. 

 
5(b) If paleontological resources (i.e., fossils) are discovered during ground 

disturbing activities, work shall be halted within 50 feet of the find and a 
qualified paleontologist shall evaluate the find.  If the find meets Society of 
Vertebrate Paleontology criteria, additional examination and the resource 
cannot be avoided, additional data recovery excavation shall be 
undertaken. 
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. 
Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 

either directly or indirectly, that may have 
a significant impact on the environment? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

 
! 

 
! 

"  
! 

 
Discussion 
 
The analysis of air pollutant emissions from the Proposed Project was prepared by ESA, and is 
documented in a May 2020 memorandum, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis for the 
Colfax Solar and Pipeline Project. Technical support for the analysis is provided in Appendix A. 
 
Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gasses (GHG). The main 
concern with GHGs is that increases in GHG concentrations in the Earth’s atmosphere is 
causing global climate change. Global climate change is a change in the average weather on 
Earth that can be measured by wind patterns, storms, precipitation, and temperature.  
 
The principal GHGs are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur 
hexafluoride (SF6), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). Because different 
GHGs have different Global Warming Potentials (GWPs) and CO2 is the most common 
reference gas for climate change, GHG emissions are often quantified and reported as CO2 
equivalents (CO2e). For example, SF6 is a GHG commonly used in the utility industry as an 
insulating gas in circuit breakers and other electronic equipment. SF6, while comprising a small 
fraction of the total GHGs emitted annually world-wide, is a very potent GHG with 22,800 times 
the GWP as CO2. Therefore, an emission of one metric ton (MT) of SF6 could be reported as an 
emission of 22,800 MT of CO2e (MT CO2e.20 Large emission sources are reported in million 
metric tons (MMT) of CO2e.21  
 
Global warming can affect California by reducing snow pack, and increasing sea level rise, the 
number of extreme heat days per year, high ozone days, wildfires, and drought years. Globally, 
climate change has the potential to affect numerous environmental resources through changes 
related to future air and ocean temperatures and precipitation patterns. The anticipated effects 
of global warming on weather and climate are likely to vary regionally, but are expected to 
include the following direct effects22: 

                                                
20   Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), Climate Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis. 

Contribution of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change [Solomon, S., D. Qin, M. Manning, Z. Chen, M. Marquis, K.B. Averyt, M. Tignor and H.L. Miller (eds.)], 
2007. 

21   A metric ton is 1,000 kilograms; it is equal to approximately 1.1 U.S. tons and approximately 2,204.6 pounds. 
22  Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), Climate Change 2001: Working Group I: The Scientific 
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• Higher maximum temperatures and more hot days over nearly all land areas; 

• Higher minimum temperatures, fewer cold days and frost days over nearly all land areas; 

• Reduced diurnal temperature range over most land areas; 

• Increase of heat index over land areas; and 

• More intense precipitation events. 

Also, there are many secondary effects that are projected to result from global warming, 
including global rise in sea level, ocean acidification, impacts on agriculture, changes in disease 
vectors, and changes in habitat and biodiversity. While the possible outcomes and the feedback 
mechanisms involved are not fully understood and much research remains to be done, the 
potential for substantial environmental, social, and economic consequences over the long term 
could be great. 
 
a. The Proposed Project would emit GHG during construction, particularly from the use of 

equipment and vehicles, and during operation from electricity use, vehicles, water use 
and solid waste.  In the case of the Proposed Project, GHG emissions would be offset by 
the installation of the solar facility, because solar energy would replace energy sources 
that emit GHG during the production of electricity. 

 
Construction 
Construction emissions for the Proposed Project were estimated using the most recent 
version of the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), version 2016.3.2, and 
California Emissions Factor Model (EMFAC), as applicable. Modeling was based on 
project-specific data, where available. Where project-specific information was not 
available default model settings and/or reasonable assumptions based on other similar 
projects were used to estimate criteria pollutant emissions. The GHG analysis uses the 
same modeling assumptions as was used to quantify the air quality emissions. Modeling 
assumptions, calculations, and data output files are provided in Attachments A, B, and C 
of Appendix A.  
 
The Proposed Project’s estimated GHG emissions during construction would result in a 
total of 215 MT CO2e over the entire construction timeframe. This results in a 7 MT CO2e 
amortized emissions. Amortized emissions divide the total construction emissions for a 
project by an anticipated 30-year project lifetime (the length of time the Proposed Project 
would be operational). Because GHG impacts are cumulative in nature, the amortized 
construction emissions are added to the annual operational emissions to provide a total 
annual emissions estimate. The total emissions estimate is then compared to the 
threshold, shown in Table 3-6 below. Assumptions and modeling output are included in 
Attachments A and B of Appendix A. 
 
Operation 
The Proposed Project would generate GHG emissions from vehicle usage, energy and 
water consumption from the maintenance activities, and waste generated from the algae 
removal system.  The same assumptions that were used in the operational air quality 
emissions quantifications were used to generate operational GHG emissions. Modeling 
assumptions, calculations, and data output files are provided in Attachments A, B, and C 
of Appendix A.  
 

                                                                                                                                                       
Basis, 2001.   
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TABLE 3-6 

Unmitigated Project GHG Emissions (MT/yr) 

  CO2e 
Amortized Construction 7 
Operational Emissions  

Area <1 
Energy 2 
Mobile 12 
Waste 10 
Water <1 

Total Operational 24 
Maximum Project Generated Emissions 31 
Maximum Project Offset Emissions (278) 
Net Project Emissions (247) 

De Minimis Threshold  1,100 
Exceeds Threshold No 
Values are rounded to the nearest whole number and therefore values may 
not add directly. Parenthetical represents negative value. 
MT/yr=Metric Tons per Year 
Source:  
ESA 2020. (See Attachments A and B).  

 

Annual emissions from the project operation are provided in Table 3-6. As shown the 
Proposed Project’s total estimated GHG emissions, including amortized construction 
emissions, would result in 31 MTCO2e/year. These emissions would not exceed the de 
Minimis threshold of 1,100 MTCO2e identified by the PCAPCD.   
 
Additionally, the operation of the 750 kW solar facility would generate renewable energy 
that would offset the GHG emissions from the Proposed Project. The project would 
result in 1 million kWhs of renewably generated electricity. This would result in the offset 
of 278 MTCO2e annually, resulting in a net reduction in GHG emissions of 247 MTCO2e 
annually from the implementation of the Proposed Project. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would result in a beneficial   impact with respect to GHG emissions.  
 
Because project GHG would not exceed the de minimus threshold, this impact would be 
less than significant. 

 
b.   The City of Colfax has not developed a Climate Action Plan regarding the reduction of 

GHG emissions. The applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the GHG emissions are the State Scoping Plan, Senate Bill 100 and Executive 
Order S-3-05.  As discussed below, the Proposed Project would be consistent with these 
statewide efforts to reduce GHG. 

 
2017 Scoping Plan Update 
According to the 2017 Scoping Plan Update, reductions needed to achieve the State’s 
2030 GHG target are expected to be achieved by increasing the Renewable Portfolio 
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Standard (RPS) to 50 percent of the State’s electricity by 2030; greatly increasing the 
fuel economy of vehicles and the number of zero-emission or hybrid vehicles; reducing 
the rate of growth in VMT; supporting high speed rail and other alternative transportation 
options; and increasing the use of high efficiency appliances, water heaters, and HVAC 
systems. The Proposed Project would not impede implementation of these potential 
reduction strategies, because it would generate only a small increase in VMT due to 
periodic maintenance of the solar facility. The Proposed Project’s vehicle-related GHG 
emissions would decrease over time as the result of statewide efforts to increase the fuel 
economy standards of vehicles and to reduce the carbon content of fuels. The Proposed 
Project would indirectly support the achievement of the RPS goal by constructing a solar 
facility, which would offset the emissions from sewer/wastewater treatment activities by 
reducing the need for utility-generated renewable energy to cover a portion of the 
Agency’s requirements.  As discussed in Item 8.a, Proposed Project emissions would be 
completely offset by the solar facility. For these reasons, the project emissions trajectory 
would decline over time, consistent with the 2017 Scoping Plan Update. 
 
SB 100 (De León) (Chapter 312, Statutes of 2018) 
In 2018, SB 100 established that 100 percent of all electricity in California must be 
obtained from renewable and zero-carbon energy resources by the end of 2045. SB 100 
also creates new standards for the RPS, increasing required energy from renewable 
sources for both investor-owned utilities and publicly-owned utilities from 50 percent to 
60 percent by the end of 2030. Incrementally, these energy providers must also have a 
renewable energy supply of 44 percent by the end of 2024, and 52 percent by the end of 
2027. As discussed above, the Proposed Project will indirectly support the achievement 
of this goal by constructing a solar facility.   
 
Executive Order S-3-05  
Executive Order No. S-3-05 established a long-term goal of reducing California’s GHG 
emissions to 80 percent below the 1990 level by the year 2050. The extent to which 
GHG emissions from mobile sources indirectly attributed to the Proposed Project would 
change in the future depends on the quantity (e.g., number of vehicles, average daily 
mileage) and quality (i.e., carbon content) of fuel that would be available and required to 
meet both regulatory standards, and resident and worker needs. 
 
Renewable power requirements, low carbon fuel standards and vehicle emissions 
standards, discussed above, would decrease GHG emissions per unit of energy 
delivered per VMT. Statewide efforts are underway to facilitate the achievement of the 
EO S-3-05 goals. It is reasonable to expect the GHG emissions from project operations 
would decline over time, as the regulatory initiatives identified by CARB in the 2017 
Scoping Plan Update are implemented, and other technological innovations occur. Given 
the renewable electricity that would be provided by the Proposed Project and the 
reasonably anticipated decline in project emissions as mobile sources become more 
efficient, the Proposed Project would not conflict with or interfere with the ability of the 
State to achieve the 2050 horizon-year goal of EO S-3-05. In fact, the Proposed Project 
would foster the ability for the State to achieve the EO S-3-05 goals. 
 
For the above reasons, the Proposed Project would not conflict with plans developed for 
the reduction of GHG emissions. Therefore, the Proposed Project impact would be less 
than significant.  
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 

MATERIALS. 
Would the project: 

 

    

a. Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
b. Create a significant hazard to the 

public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into 
the environment? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

 
c. Emit hazardous emissions or 

handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste within one-quarter mile of 
an existing or proposed school? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
d. Be located on a site which is 

included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

 
e. For a project located within an 

airport land use plan or, where such 
a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would the project 
result in a safety hazard or 
excessive noise for people residing 
or working in the project area? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
f. Impair implementation of or 

physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

    
 

! 
 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
g. Expose people or structures, either 

directly or indirectly, to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
Discussion 
 
a.    Operation of the WWTP currently requires use of chemicals for treatment processes and 
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maintenance.  For example, sodium hypochlorite is used for chlorination and sodium 
bisulfite is used for decholorination.23  In addition, small quantities of diesel fuel, waste 
oil, lubricants and paint are used at the plant.   
 
The construction and operation of the Proposed Project would involve the use of a 
variety of hazardous materials, although not at levels that would pose a substantial 
threat to people or the environment.  During construction, oil, diesel fuel, gasoline, 
hydraulic fluid, and other liquid hazardous materials would be used.   After construction, 
the pipelines would not result in the additional use of chemicals.  The Proposed Project 
would not increase the amount of wastewater treated at the plant, so the current use of 
treatment chemicals would continue there.  Depending on the type of algae removal 
system that is installed, a surfactant could be used.  There would also be a small 
increase in the use of lubricants and other chemicals needed for maintenance of the 
algae control system and the solar facility.  Cleaning fluids would also be used up to 12 
times a year to clean the solar panels.  The total amount of chemicals that would be 
stored and used onsite would be relatively small.  Nonetheless, if spilled during 
transport, storage or use, these substances could pose a risk to the environment or 
human health. 
 
There are extensive laws and regulations in place to govern the use and storage of 
hazardous materials including, but not limited to, Chapter 6.95 of the California Health 
and Safety Code (inventory and emergency response), Title 8 of the Code of California 
Regulations (CCR) (workplace safety), and Titles 22 and 26 of the CCR (hazardous 
waste).  Delivery of hazardous materials to the site and along public roadways would be 
required to comply with Title 49 of the Federal Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), as 
monitored and enforced by the California Highway Patrol (CHP) and California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans).  In addition, storage of all flammable materials 
at construction sites would be subject to the regulations of Title 19 of the CCR and the 
Uniform Fire Code. In addition, as discussed in Item 8(a)(c)(f), below, contractors would 
have to prepare Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans that ensure that soil and 
contaminants do not enter surface waters.   

 
Cal-OSHA assumes primary responsibility for developing and enforcing standards for 
safe workplaces and work practices within the state. At sites known to be contaminated, 
a site safety plan must be prepared to protect workers. The site safety plan establishes 
policies and procedures to protect workers and the public from exposure to potential 
hazards at the contaminated site. 
 
Compliance with existing laws and regulations would ensure that the risk of release of 
hazardous materials into the environment would be minimized, and if a spill or other 
release did occur, it would be managed appropriately to protect people and the 
environment.  Therefore, potential exposure of people or the environment to hazardous 
materials associated with the Proposed Project would be a less-than-significant 
impact.    

 
b., d. No properties in the City of Colfax are on the Cortese List.24 A search of a Department of 

Toxic Substances database shows a number of leaking underground storage tanks 

                                                
23  City of Colfax, Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvements Project Draft Environmental Impact Report, July 16, 

2004, page 3-33. 
24  State of California, Department of Toxic Substances Control, Hazardous Waste and Substances List (Cortese 

List), https://gis-california.opendata.arcgis.com/maps/edit?content=DTSC%3A%3Adtsc-hazardous-waste-and-
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(LUST) within the city limits, but most of these sites are closed, indicating that there is no 
longer a risk of contamination. Two sites, a gas station and a railroad fuel sump, are still 
open, but under verification monitoring, indicating that remediation has occurred.  There 
are no active cases of leaking underground storage tanks.25  The only landfill that is in 
current operation in the City is the Colfax landfill26.  None of the Proposed Project 
components would be located in the vicinity of this landfill.   

 
 Although no other contaminated or potentially contaminated sites have been identified in 

the records search, there could be contamination present in areas that were occupied by 
facilities that used hazardous materials in the past, prior to current regulatory levels.  If 
present, such contamination could appear as darkened soil, or abandoned containers.  
Exposure to contaminated soils, if present, could harm construction workers, which 
would be a significant impact. Implementation of the following mitigation measure would 
reduce the potential risk of exposure to a less-than-significant level by ensuring that 
contaminated groundwater or soils, if present, are identified and remediated promptly. 
 
 Mitigation Measure 6 
 

In the event previously unidentified hazardous materials contamination is 
discovered or believed to be present, work shall stop immediately and the site 
shall be investigated by a qualified professional. If contaminated, the area shall 
be remediated by a qualified professional, in consultation with Placer County 
Environmental Health Division, the Regional Water Quality Control Board and/or 
the California Department of Toxics Substances Control, as appropriate.  Work 
shall not resume until potential hazards have been identified and managed. 

 
c. The sewer lines extend throughout the City and serve several schools, including Colfax 

Elementary School and Colfax High School.  Upgrading the pipelines would not expose 
people at the schools to hazardous materials. As discussed in Item 9a.b, above, the only 
hazardous materials in use during construction would be fuels, which would not pose a 
substantial risk.  There are no schools located within one-quarter mile of the WWTP site, 
where the solar facility nor the algae removal system would be located. For these 
reasons, this would be a less-than-significant impact.   

 
e. The airport closest to the City of Colfax is at Alta Sierra, over 5 miles to the west of the 

City.  Therefore, there would be no impact.   
 
f. During sewer pipeline upgrades, there may be some lane and/or roadway closures, 

because most of the City’s pipelines are located in streets or rights of way.  These 
closures would be for short durations and detours would be provided.  There would be 
no permanent changes to existing emergency access, nor would the implementation of 
future emergency plans be prevented.  Therefore, the impact would be less than 
significant.  

 
g. The Proposed Project would not construct any new buildings or increase the number of 

people living and working in Colfax on a permanent basis, so it would not increase the 

                                                                                                                                                       
substances-site-list-cortese-listaccessed June 10, 2020. 

25  State of California Water Resources Quality Control Board, GeoTracker, 
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?global_id=60001156, accessed June 10, 2020. 

26  State of California Water Resources Quality Control Board, GeoTracker, 
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?global_id=60001156, accessed June 10, 2020. 
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number of people or buildings at risk of being exposed to wildfire.  With respect to the 
potential for the Proposed Project to increase the risk of wildfire, please see Item 20.   



 
    3.  Environmental Checklist 	

Colfax Sewer & WWTP Improvements Project  Draft Initial Study/MND 
  August 2020	3-39 

 

 
Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than-
Significant 
Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No  

Impact 
 
10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Violate any water quality standards 

or waste discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially degrade 
surface or ground water quality? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
b. Substantially decrease groundwater 

supplies or interfere substantially 
with groundwater recharge such 
that the project may impede 
sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
c. Substantially alter the existing 

drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or 
through the addition of impervious 
surfaces in a manner which would: 

  

    

i.     Result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site? 

 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

ii. Substantially increase the rate 
or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in 
flooding on- or offsite; 

 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

iii.  Create or contribute runoff 
water which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff; or 

 

! ! " ! 

iv.  impede or redirect flood flows? ! ! " ! 
 

d.      In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche 
zones, risk release of pollutants 
due to project inundation?  

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
e. Conflict with or obstruct 

implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 
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Discussion 
 
a., ci- 
iv., e. Construction 
 Grading and excavation activities can expose soil to increased rates of erosion during 

construction periods.  If this results in increased turbidity in local waterways and rivers, it 
could have adverse effects on fish and wildlife habitat and other established beneficial 
uses.  Grading for the Proposed Project would occur during the dry season, so the 
potential for runoff to due rainfall would be minimized.  In addition, because the 
Proposed Project would disturb more than one acre of land, contractors would be 
required to obtain and comply with the State General Construction Activity Stormwater 
Permit.  Performance standards for obtaining and complying with the General Permit are 
described in NPDES General Permit No. CAS000002, Waste Discharge Requirements, 
Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ.  The General Permit is intended to ensure compliance with 
State water quality objectives and water protection laws and regulations, including those 
related to waste discharges.  

 
General Permit applicants are required to prepare a stormwater pollution prevention plan 
(SWPPP), and retain it at the construction site.  The SWPPP will address project 
construction, and specify control measures and BMPs designed to minimize 
sedimentation and release of products used during construction into surface waters.  As 
discussed in Chapter 2, Project Description, it is anticipated that BMPs for the Proposed 
Project will include, at a minimum, the following measures: 

• Installation of straw mulch, hydraulic mulch, hydroseed and/or erosion control 
blankets in disturbed areas;   

• Installation of sediment control measures in areas with moderate to high potential for 
erosion, such as silt fence, straw wattles, gravel bag check dams and sediment 
traps;  

• Drain inlet protection to filter out construction debris so it does not enter the drainage 
system; 

• Installation of sediment control measures in areas with moderate to high potential for 
erosion, such as silt fence, straw wattles, gravel bag check dams and sediment 
traps;   

• Revegetation of disturbed areas with plants similar to those present prior to 
disturbance; and 

• Mulching.   
 
The General Permit requires permittees to implement specific sampling and analytical 
procedures to determine whether the BMPs used at the construction site are effective.  
In addition, post construction standards must be met.  Finally, project construction 
would comply with the City’s Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance 
(Chapter 15.30 of the Municipal Code), which specifies measures to control erosion and 
sediment (Section 15.30.0614). With implementation of these State and City 
requirements, construction impacts would be less than significant, because water 
quality would be protected through the permitting process. 

 Operation 
The Proposed Project would not alter any drainages or substantially increase the 
amount of impervious surface in the project area.  None of the project components 
would extend into a floodway. After construction, the sewer pipelines would be 
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underground, and the surface would be returned to its previous condition.  The sewer 
upgrades would not alter the amount of impervious surface in the project area, so there 
would not be an increase in runoff, or of urban contaminants in stormwater.   
 
The algae removal system would improve operational efficiency at the WWTP. The 
WWTP operates under NPDES permit No. CA0079529 and under the Central Valley 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Waste Discharge Requirements Order 
No. R5-2018-0012, which expires on May 31, 2023 (but is subject to reissuance).  This 
permit limits the amount of discharge from the WWTP allowed to enter surface waters 
(the Smuthers Ravine, which flows into the North Fork of the American River) and sets 
standards for various constituents in WWTP effluent, such as ammonia and total 
suspended solids. The algae removal system is not expected to adversely affect the 
effluent, so the WWTP would continue to comply with the WDR standards for water 
quality.27   
 
The solar panels would be placed on posts, which would not substantially increase the 
amount of impervious surface.  Runoff from the solar panels (with approximately 5,300 
square feet of total surface area) would fall to the ground and either be absorbed or 
drain to the WWTP’s drainage system, similar to existing conditions.  The panels would 
not contain surface contaminants (such as fuel on a roadway) that would be picked up 
by stormwater. 
 
 For the above reasons, the Proposed Project would not alter or exceed existing 
drainages and stormwater runoff systems, increase the amount of stormwater entering 
the local system and/or result in erosion or urban contaminants flowing into drainages or 
the local stormwater system.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.   
 

b. The Proposed Project would not use any groundwater, or alter groundwater recharge 
conditions.  Therefore, there would be no impact. 

 
d. A seiche is a periodic oscillation of a lake or other enclosed body of water typically 

brought about by an earthquake or wind event.  There are no lakes or other enclosed 
water bodies in or near the project site, so there is no potential for a seiche to occur 
there. The project site is not located in an area in which a tsunami could directly or 
indirectly affect project components. The project site is not located in a defined 100-year 
floodplain.28  None of the project components would extend into a floodway.  For these 
reasons, the Proposed Project would not release contaminants as the result of a flood 
hazard or tsunami or seiche events, and there would be no impact. 

 

                                                
27  Wood Rodgers, Inc., Colfax Project Report, Sewer Collection System and Wastewater Treatment Plant 

Improvements, March 2020, page 7. 
28  National Flood Insurance Program, Flood Insurance Rate Map, Map Number 06061C0500H, November 2, 2018. 
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING. 
Would the project: 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
a. Physically divide an established 

community?  

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
b. Cause a significant environmental 

impact due to a conflict with any 
land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

     
 
Discussion 
 
a. The Proposed Project would not divide the community.  The sewer line upgrades would 

occur entirely in existing pipeline alignments, and after replacement, the lines would be 
underground.  The solar facility and algae removal system would be located within the 
existing WWTP site. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
b. The Proposed Project would be consistent with the City’s General Plan.  The sewer 

pipeline replacement would occur along existing alignments, and would continue to 
serve existing land uses. The WWTP site is designated Special Public Service District 
(SPSD), which allows for, among other uses, wastewater treatment.  Both the solar 
facility and algae removal system would support WWTP operations. With implementation 
of the mitigation measures identified in the this Initial Study, and compliance with 
applicable regulations regarding air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, 
greenhouse gases, water quality and so on, the Proposed Project would be consistent 
with the General Plan policies that address natural resources.  For these reasons, this 
would be a less-than-significant impact. 
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES. 

Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Result in the loss of availability of a 

known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the 
residents of the State? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
b. Result in the loss of availability of a 

locally-important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
Discussion 
 
a. There are no active mines reported in the City of Colfax29. However, the WWTP site is 

part of a 160-acre area known as the W.L. Harvey Clay/Shale Deposit.  This site was 
evaluated by the California Division of Mines and Geology in 1985 and classified MRZ-
2a and MRZ-2b.  The MRZ-2a zone is applied to areas where there is adequate 
information to indicate that significant mineral deposits are present and/or where there is 
a high likelihood of such deposits.   The MRZ-2b zone is applied to areas where there is 
adequate information to indicate that significant inferred mineral resources are present. 
Approximately 49 acres in the northwest portion of the 160-acre site are designated 
MRZ-2a; the remainder of the site is designated MRZ-2b.30  The WWTP falls within the 
portion designated MRZ-2b.  The classifications were based on field investigation, 
geologic literature and material that was removed for testing purposes.31  Based on this 
information, it was determined that a shale deposit was present, although the size and 
configuration of the deposit was undetermined.32  It does not appear that the site was 
subsequently mined.  The WWTP has been at this site since 1978.   

 
The only project component that would affect access to mineral resources would be the 
solar facility.  The sewer line upgrades would not occur in an area designated as a 
mineral resource, and would occur in areas that already contain utility lines, and in most 
cases streets or other development.  The algae removal system would be located within 
portions of the WWTP that have already been disturbed.  The solar facility would be 
located on approximately 2 acres in a portion of the WWTP that is relatively undisturbed, 
thereby precluding the extraction of the shale resources that could be present, at least 
for the foreseeable future.  However, because the solar facility would be entirely within 
the WWTP site, it is unlikely that it would be mined in any case.  Further, the area that 

                                                
29  California Division of Mine Reclamation, Mines Online, accessed at 

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index.html, June 4, 2020. 
30  California Department of Conservation, Department of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land Classification of the 

W.L. Harvey Clay/Shale Deposits, Placer County, California, 1985, Figure 4, page 13. 
31  California Department of Conservation, Department of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land Classification of the 

W.L. Harvey Clay/Shale Deposits, Placer County, California, 1985, Figure 4, page 11. 
32  California Department of Conservation, Department of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land Classification of the 

W.L. Harvey Clay/Shale Deposits, Placer County, California, 1985, Figure 4, page 11. 



 
    3.  Environmental Checklist 	

Colfax Sewer & WWTP Improvements Project  Draft Initial Study/MND 
  August 2020	3-44 

would be rendered inaccessible for mining would be only a small portion of the entire 
MRZ-2 zone (approximately 1.25 percent).  For these reasons, the loss of access to the 
existing shale deposit in this location would be a less-than-significant impact.  

 
b. The project site is not delineated as a locally-important mineral resource recovery site in 

the County’s General Plan. Therefore, no impact would occur.  
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13.  NOISE. 
Would the project result in: 

 
 

 
 

 

 
a. Generation of a substantial 

temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the 
vicinity of the project in in excess 
of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
"  

 
! 

 

 
b. Generation of excessive 

groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
"  

 
! 

 

      
c. For a project located within the 

vicinity of a private airstrip an 
airport land use plan or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport 
or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

! ! ! "  

      
Discussion 
 
a. Construction of the Proposed Project would generate noise from heavy equipment and 

vehicles.  Most of the sewer line upgrades would be in developed areas, often in 
proximity to residences.  However, construction activities would occur only during the 
day, when noise is less likely to interrupt activities such as sleeping and watching TV.  
Further, construction activities in any one part of the sewer alignment would be brief.  
The Proposed Project would comply with Chapter 8.28 (Noise Ordinance) of the City’s 
Municipal Code, which limits the days and hours when construction can occur, and 
restricts noise levels on Saturday and Sunday.   With compliance with the Noise 
Ordinance, the sewer line upgrades would not result in noise that exceeds City 
standards and/or that creates a substantial nuisance for residents and other noise-
sensitive uses. 

 
 The WWTP site is fairly isolated, and there are no residences or other noise-sensitive 

uses adjacent to it.  The closest home is over 500 feet from the site where the solar 
facility would be constructed.  During construction, noise from project construction would 
be buffered by distance, topography and vegetation. As discussed above, construction 
would be limited to daytime, and would be a temporary activity (approximately 6 weeks 
to construct the solar facility and 4 weeks to construct the algae removal system).    All 
project construction would comply with the City’s noise ordinance.   

 
 After construction is complete, there would be no noise associated with the sewer 

pipelines.  Minor mechanical noise could occur at the solar and algae control facilities, 
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but such noise would be minor and part of routine noise levels within the WWTP site.  
The only project traffic would be periodic (12 times per year at most) trips to the WWTP 
to clean the solar panels.  The cleaning process could be audible, but would occur 
infrequently.   As with construction, distance, topography and vegetation would buffer 
noise levels at nearby properties. 

 
 For the above reasons, project noise would be a less-than-significant impact. 
 
 b,. Heavy construction equipment can generate localized groundborne vibration at buildings 

adjacent to the construction site, especially during the operation of high-impact 
equipment, such as pile drivers.  If vibration levels are high enough, they can be 
disruptive to human activity and/or damage structures, particularly older buildings.  
Caltrans has developed recommendations for vibration levels as shown in Table 3-7. 

 
 

 
Table 3-7 

Caltrans Guideline Vibration Damage Potential Threshold Criteria 

Class 

Maximum PPV (in/sec) 

Transient 
Sources 

Continuous/ 
Frequent/ 

Intermittent Sources 
Extremely fragile historic buildings, ruins, 
ancient monuments 

0.12 0.08 

Fragile buildings 0.2 0.1 
Historic and some old buildings 0.5 0.25 
Older residential structures 0.5 0.3 
New residential structures 1.0 0.5 
Modern industrial/commercial buildings 2.0 0.5 
Source:  Caltrans, Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual, September 2013, 
Table 19. 

 
 
The sewer pipeline upgrades would occur in proximity to existing residences and other 
building, including older buildings in the downtown.  These buildings could be 
susceptible to damage if exposed to high vibration levels.  There are no buildings close 
enough the to WWTP site to be affected by construction-related vibration. 
 
The type of equipment used to construct the Proposed Project would include backhoes, 
jack hammers, haul trucks, paving equipment, pumps and sweepers/scrubbers.  These 
would not be expected to exceed the standards shown in Table 3-7. For example, a 
large bulldozer could generate 0.089 PPV (in/sec) at 25 feet.  A jackhammer would 
generate only 0.035 PPV (in/sec) at 25 feet.  These levels would be well below the 
thresholds for the types of buildings that would be found in the project area (e.g., historic 
and old buildings, older residential structures, new residences and modern commercial 
buildings).  These vibration levels would also be below the level that is considered 
“strongly perceptible” by people—0.9 PPV (in/sec) for transient sources and 0.10 PPV 
(in/sec) for continuous, frequent or intermittent sources.33 
 
Further, as discussed above, construction of the sewer line upgrades would not be in 

                                                
33  Caltrans, Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual, September 2013, page 38, Table 20. 
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any one location for extended periods of time, so exposure to vibration from construction 
equipment at any one building would brief. 
 
For these reasons, vibration resulting from project construction would be a less-than-
significant impact. 

  
c. The project site is not located in the vicinity of a public or private airstrip.  Therefore, 

there would be no impact. 
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No  
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING. 
Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Induce substantial unplanned 

population growth in an area, either 
directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or 
indirectly (e.g., through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
b. Displace substantial numbers of 

existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

     
Discussion 
 
a. The Proposed Project would not extend sewer lines into undeveloped areas, so they 

would not open new areas to growth.  The sewer line upgrades and algae removal 
system would improve the efficiency of the WWTP, indirectly increasing plant capacity.  
However, the WWTP is sized to accommodate projected growth in the City of Colfax, 
and any new development would need to be consistent with the City’s General Plan, and 
would be subject to CEQA and City approval.  Therefore, the impact on potential future 
growth would be less than significant. 

 
b. The Proposed Project would not remove any housing, so it would not displace existing 

people or housing.  Therefore, there would be no impact.    
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Issues 
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Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES 
Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

 
 

 
 

 
a. Fire protection? 

 
! 

 
!  

 
"  

 
!  

 
b. Police protection? 

 
! 

 
!  

 
!  

 
" 

 
c. Schools? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
!  

 
" 

 
d. Parks? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
e. Other public facilities?  

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
 
Discussion 
 
a. Fire protection in the City of Colfax is provided by two fire stations--the Colfax Fire 

Department, located at 33 West Church Street, an the Colfax Station, located at  24020 
Fowler Avenue.   The Fowler Avenue station is operated by Cal Fire during fire season 
and Placer County Fire during winter season. This station is closest to the WWTP site.  
Other agencies that support the City with mutual aide are the Placer Hills Fire District in 
Meadow Vista and the Chicago Park/Peardale Fire Departments.  

 
 Certain construction activities, such as use of heavy equipment and welding, have the 

potential to ignite fires.  However, most construction activities would occur within 
developed areas, including streets, where there is little or no vegetation that would 
sustain a fire.  The solar facility site would be cleared of trees and vegetation prior to 
construction.  Further, the contractor would comply with Cal-OSHA standards for the 
storage and handling of fuels, flammable materials, and common construction-related 
hazardous materials and for fire prevention.  For these reasons, the Proposed Project is 
not expected to ignite a fire during construction. 

 
When construction is complete, the Proposed Project would not increase demand for fire 
protection services, because it would not result in an increase in new residential or other 
development.  Nor would the Proposed Project increase the risk of fire occurring.  The 
sewer pipeline after construction would be subsurface, and therefore not subject to or 
the cause of fires.  The algae removal system would be located within the developed 
portion of the WWTP site. The Solar facility would reduce the amount of fuel available for 
fire by clearing a 2-acre site on the hillside within the WWTP site.  Solar panels are 
manufactured from fire-resistant materials.  All electrical equipment and wiring would be 
installed in compliance with electrical codes, which include measures to minimize the 
risk of fire. For these reasons, impacts associated with fire protection would be less 
than significant. 
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b. The City of Colfax contracts its law enforcement needs through the Placer County 
Sheriff’s Office at 10 Culver Street. The Colfax Substation is staffed by a Sergeant, four 
City dedicated deputies, two resident deputies and senior volunteers. The main Placer 
County Sheriff’s Office at 2929 Richardson Drive in Auburn. The nearest California 
Highway Patrol station is in the town of Gold Run and their units are available to Colfax. 
The Proposed Project would not alter the service area for law enforcement, and would 
not result in additional residential, commercial or other development, so it would not 
increase demand for law enforcement services.  Therefore, there would be no impact.  
 

C. There are two public schools in Colfax—Colfax Elementary School, which serves 
kindergarten through eight grade students, and Colfax High School.  Both schools are 
located west of the area where sewer lines would be subject to replacement, and would 
therefore not be subject to disruption during project construction.  The schools are 
located over two miles from the WWTP, so would be unaffected by the solar and algae 
control facilities.  The Proposed Project would not change the population of Colfax, so 
school enrollments would be unaffected.  For these reasons, there would be no impact  
on schools.  
 

d.  The City of Colfax owns 3.26 acres of parkland, including the Colfax Ball Park Complex, 
Roy Toms Plaza, the Depot Park and Arbor Park.  One or more of the sewer line 
segments that are upgraded could be located near a park site, which could lead to 
disruptions in park activities during construction.  However, such disruptions would be 
temporary.  Further, the parks would not be altered by the Proposed Project.  Therefore, 
the impact on parks would be less than significant.    

e. No other public facilities that could be affected by the Proposed Project have been 
identified.  Therefore, there would be no impact.   
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16. RECREATION. 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

a. Would the project increase the use 
of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
b. Does the project include 

recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
Discussion 
 
a,b. As stated in Item 15d, the Proposed Project would not occur within parkland.  No 

recreational facilities are located within the project site.  The Proposed Project would not 
increase the population of the City, so demand for parks and recreation would be 
unchanged.  Therefore, there would be no impact on recreational facilities.    
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17. TRANSPORTATION 
Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

 

 
a. Conflict with a program, plan, 

ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities? 

 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

b. Would the project conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
§ 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

     
c. Substantially increase hazards due 

to a geometric design feature (e.g., 
sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses 
(e.g., farm equipment)? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
  d. Result in inadequate emergency 

access? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

     
Discussion 
 
a-d. The replacement of sewer lines that are located in City streets and/or rights-of-way could 

affect local traffic and circulation, including bicycle, pedestrian and bus traffic.  Such effects 
would be temporary, limited to the period of construction and the locations where pipeline 
segments are being replaced.  Appropriate signage and detours would be provided where 
traffic could be interrupted. After construction is complete, the there would be no change to 
traffic patterns, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, or transit.  Construction of and staging for 
the solar facility and the algae removal system would occur entirely within the WWTP site, 
so there would be no effect on traffic during or after construction of these facilities.  For 
these reasons, impacts on transportation would be less than significant.     
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18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a ) Would the project cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources 
Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe, and 
that is: 

    

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or 

 
      ! 

 
! 

 
     " 

 
! 

 
! 

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, 
in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria 
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria 
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource 
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe. 

 
         ! 

 

 
! 

 
     " 

 

 
! 

 
! 

 
Discussion 
 
a., b. As discussed in detail under Item 5, no tribal cultural resources as defined in Public 

Resources Code Section 21074 have been identified within the project site. The City has 
received a request for consultation from the United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC), 
which is ongoing.  To date, no tribal cultural resources have been identified within the 
project area.  In addition, as discussed in Item 5, Cultural Resources, no prehistoric 
resources were identified in the project area. For these reasons, it is not anticipated that 
tribal cultural resources are present in the project area, and the impact would be less 
than significant with Mitigation Measures 4(a) and 4(b) (see Item 5). 
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19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. 
Would the project: 

 
 

 
 

  
 

     
a. Require or result in the relocation or 

construction of new or expanded 
water, wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, electric 
power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities or the 
construction or relocation of which 
could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

     
b. Have sufficient water supplies 

available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry 
and multiple dry years?? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
c. Result in a determination by the 

wastewater treatment provider 
which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate 
capacity to serve the project’s 
projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
d. Generate solid waste in excess of 

State or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair 
the attainment of solid waste 
reduction goals? 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
e.     Comply with federal, state, and 

local management and reduction 
statutes, and regulations related to 
solid waste? 

 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

Discussion 

a. The Proposed Project would upgrade existing sewer lines, and would not construct new 
sewer lines.  By eliminating inflow and infiltration of storm water, the sewer line upgrades 
would increase the capacity of the existing sewer system.  The algae control system 
would improve the efficiency of the WWTP.  The solar facility would be a new source of 
electrical energy, and its impacts are analyzed throughout this Initial Study.  None of the 
project components would displace any existing utility infrastructure, or result in the need 
for additional infrastructure.  Therefore, the impact on existing systems would be less 
than significant.     
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b. Water service is provided to the City of Colfax by the Placer County Water Agency 
(PCWA).  Colfax is in PCWA Zone 3, which is served by water purchased from PG&E by 
PCWA.  PCWA operates a 1.24 million gallon per day (mgd) water treatment plant 
(WTP) in Colfax.34  In 2015, PCWA provided 442 acre feet of treated water to customers 
in Zone 3.35 

 
 The Proposed Project could use water during construction for dust control. This would 

be a small temporary use.  A small amount of water (up to 20,000 gallons per year) may 
be needed for cleaning and maintenance of the solar panels.   This amount of water 
would be available through PCWA’s existing water supplies, and would represent less 
than less than 1/10 of 1% of current treated water demand in Zone 3.  Therefore, this 
impact would be less than significant.   

 
  c. The Proposed Project would not generate any wastewater, but rather would increase the 

efficiency of the sewer system and WWTP operations.  Therefore, there would be no 
impact.   

 
d., e. The sewer line upgrades and solar facility would not generate any waste after 

construction.  The algae removal system would create approximately 20 tons per year of 
solids, which is equivalent to approximately 80 cubic yards.  The solids would be stored 
in the dewatering dumpsters and periodically hauled to the Western Regional Sanitary 
Landfill (WRSL) in Roseville.  The WRSL is currently permitted to receive up to 1,900 
tons per day of waste, has a design capacity of 36,350,000 cubic yards, and is permitted 
to receive waste through January 2058. 36  The WRSL would have capacity to accept the 
additional waste from the Proposed Project.  The Proposed Project would comply with 
applicable regulations regarding disposal of effluent solids.  For these reasons, this 
impact would be less than significant. 

 
 

                                                
34 Placer County Water Agency, 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, June 2, 2016, page 2-12. 
35 Placer County Water Agency, 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, June 2, 2016, page 4-17. 
36 Solid Waste Facility Permit #31-AA-0210, December 11, 2012. 
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than-
Significant 
Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No  

Impact 
 

20. WILDFIRE. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire 
hazard severity zones, would the project: 

 
a. Substantially impair an adopted 

emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

 
       ! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and 

other factors, exacerbate wildfire 
risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

 
       ! 

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
c. Require the installation or 

maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, 
power lines or other utilities) that 
may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing 
impacts to the environment? 

 
       ! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
d. Expose people or structures to 

significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding 
or landslides, as a result of runoff, 
post-fire slope instability, or 
drainage changes? 

 
       ! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
" 

 
Discussion 

The Plan Area is in a Local Responsibility Area, and not within or a State Responsibility Area. 
The project site is located in a very high fire hazard severity zone. 37    
 
 a. The Proposed Project would be located entirely within the WWTP site (the solar and 

algae control facilities) or underground (the sewer lines), so there would be no effect on 
the movement of emergency vehicles.  Further, the Proposed Project would not provide 
any housing or other occupied buildings.  Therefore, there would be no impact on 
emergency or evacuation plans. 

 
b. The Proposed Project would not have any occupants, so there would be no impact. 
 
c. The sewer lines would be located underground, primarily in existing streets and rights-of-

way, and would therefore not be vulnerable to wildfire, or flooding or landslides resulting 
from fire. The solar facility would be located on a hillside adjacent to the developed 

                                                
37  Cal Fire, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA, November 28, 2008. 
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portion of the WWTP. The algae removal system would be located within the existing 
WWTP facility.  Both of these facilities could be reached by existing City roads and the 
WWTP roads, so no additional fire-related infrastructure would be required to implement 
any of the project components.   Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

 
d. The WWTP site is not located in a 100-year floodplain, and neither the solar facility of 

the algae removal system would substantially alter any drainages.  The algae removal 
system would be located in a flat area within the WWTP.  The solar facility would be 
located in an area of relatively steep slopes (12 to 25 percent).  As discussed in Item 7, 
the Geotechnical Investigation prepared for the solar facility will contain 
recommendations to ensure slope stability and adequate drainage. Post-construction, a 
fire in the vicinity of the project site would not be expected to alter the slope stability or 
drainage characteristics of the project site.  Therefore, this impact would be less than 
significant.  
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less-than-
Significant 
Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No  

Impact 
 

21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE. 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
a. Does the project have the potential 

to substantially degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce 
the number or restrict the range of 
a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

 
b. Does the project have impacts that 

are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable?  
("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects 
of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects 
of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable future 
projects)? 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
! 

 
c. Does the project have 

environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly?  

 
! 

 
! 

 
" 

 
! 

 
Discussion 

a. As discussed under Item 4, Biological Resources, the project site does contain some 
potential habitat for several different special-status species.  The existing habitat is 
fragmented and occurs in relatively small segments, because so much of the project site 
is developed.  Implementation and mitigation measures identified in Item 4 would ensure 
that special-status species were not directly harmed.  With mitigation, the habitat would 
not be substantially reduced, no species would be made to fall below a self-sustaining 
level, and the number and range of special status species would not be reduced.  
Although site surveys did not identify any existing cultural resources, there is the 
potential for archeological resources to be present below the surface.  Implementation 
measures identified in Item 5 would ensure that significant historic and prehistoric 
resources are properly identified and treated.  With implementation of identified 
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mitigation measures, impacts on biological and archaeological resources would be less 
than significant.   

   
b. Cumulative impacts can occur when the incremental effects of an individual project are 

considered in the context of other projects, and when considered together the combined 
effects of those projects would compound or increase one or more impacts.  Most of the 
impacts of the Proposed Project would occur during construction, and would be of short 
duration.   Therefore, a cumulative impact could occur during the period of construction if 
other construction activities were to occur in the same area as the Proposed Project.  
For the sewer line upgrades, project construction activities would occur along the 
existing sewer alignments, most of which occur in areas that are already developed.  
There are several projects proposed or approved within the City that could occur in a 
similar timeframe to the Proposed Project.  These include the Maidu Village, a   
commercial center on 8.4 acres located on South Auburn Street, the Sierra Oaks 
Estates, a 34-home subdivision located off of Iowa Hill Road at Forest Avenue, Village 
Oaks Community, a 13-acre project that would develop 39 single family homes off of 
Iowa Hill Road, the Auburn Street Hotel, a 69-room, 2-story hotel located at South 
Auburn Street, and the Whitcomb Avenue Office and Self-Storage Facility on a 3-acre 
site on Whitcomb Avenue.38   Portions of the existing sewer pipelines are located 
adjacent to each of these projects, so there is the potential for construction activities to 
occur simultaneously.  There are no projects proposed or approved in proximity to the 
WWTP, so it is unlikely that it would contribute to cumulative construction impacts that 
are based on proximity to similar activities (e.g., construction noise).  After construction, 
the sewer pipelines would be subsurface and the surface would be returned to its 
original condition.  Therefore, the sewer pipeline would not contribute to cumulative 
impacts after construction.  Operation of the solar facility and the algae control facility 
could occur, but would be limited to more regional cumulative impacts, such as air 
pollutant emissions, greenhouse gases and use of hazardous materials.  As discussed 
in more detail below, while the Proposed Project could contribute to cumulative impacts 
in proximity to construction activities, and, in some cases, in the region, with mitigation 
identified in this Initial Study, the contribution would not be considerable.  
 
The solar facility would result in the loss of approximately 2 acres of forestland and 
access to mineral resources (Items 2.d and e and 12).  However, these resources are 
located within the City’s WWTP, and would therefore be unlikely to be harvested as part 
of a larger forestry or mineral resource effort.  Further, the loss of 2 acres of these 
resources in the context of existing forestlands and mineral resources in the county and 
region would be insignificant.  Both construction and operational air emissions would be 
below the thresholds for standards for cumulative impacts (Item 3). As discussed in Item 
4 the biological habitat within the project site is marginal and fragmented.  The only 
special-status species that could occur within the areas to be disturbed are two plant 
species.  Nesting birds could also be affected by project construction.  Mitigation 
measures identified in Item 4 would protect the plant species and nesting birds so that 
there would not be a contribution to the cumulative loss of these species.  No cultural 
resources were identified within the project site during surveys (see Item 5), but 
subsurface resources could be present and subject to disturbance during project grading 
and excavation.  Similarly, the project site contains geologic formations that could 
contain fossils that, if present, could be destroyed during construction (Item 7).  

                                                
38  City of Colfax, Current Planning Projects, accessed at http://colfax-ca.gov/government/planning/current-projects/, 

June 18, 2020. 
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Mitigation identified in Items 5 and 7 would ensure that such resources are uncovered, 
they would be identified, evaluated and treated appropriately, so the contribution to the 
regional loss of cultural and paleontological resources would be minimal.  
 
With the solar facility, the Proposed Project would contribute toward efforts to increase 
sustainable energy sources and reduce greenhouse gas emissions (Items 6 and 8), 
which would benefit cumulative energy and GHG impacts.  
 
The Proposed Project would comply with laws and regulations addressing the transport, 
use and storage of hazardous materials (Item 9), which are intended to protect the public 
from exposure to such materials.  These regulations apply to all projects, and so 
adequately address the potential for cumulative exposure.  Further, the WWTP site 
located over 500 feet from the nearest sensitive receptors, and there are no industrial or 
other projects planned in the area, so there would not be a cumulative impact related to 
exposure to hazardous materials on the WWTP site during construction or operation of 
the solar facility or algae removal system. During construction of the pipeline, there is the 
possibility of discovering unknown contaminated soils, but with mitigation identified in 
Item 9, such soil would be immediately identified and remediated, so it would not 
contribute toward cumulative exposure to hazardous materials.   
 
As discussed in Item 10, the Proposed Project must prepare and comply with a 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan during construction, and comply with the City’s 
erosion control ordinance, which would protect water quality during construction.  Once 
construction is completed, the Proposed Project would not have the potential to release 
eroded soils or urban contaminants, so it would not contribute to cumulative effects on 
water quality.   Other projects within the City would also be required to comply with 
measures, so it would not contribute to cumulative degradation of water quality, which 
would be protected by the use of BMPs in the Plan Area and throughout the watershed.    

 
 The Proposed Project, particularly the sewer line upgrades, would expose nearby 

residents and others to noise during construction (Item 13).  Depending on which 
segments of the sewer lines are upgraded, other projects could be under construction in 
the same vicinity.  If this were to occur, noise levels could be higher at those locations 
than noise levels where only one project is being constructed.  However, the 
construction activities for the sewer line improvements will move along the alignment, 
and will not occur for an extended time at any one location.  Further, construction 
activities would occur during the day, in compliance with the City’s noise ordinance, so 
construction noise, even if more than one project is constructed in proximity to a 
residence, would not disrupt sleep or other noise-sensitive activities, which typically 
occur in the evening or at night.   There are no future development projects proposed in 
proximity to the WWTP, so construction of the solar facility and algae removal system 
would not add to other construction noise. 

 
c. As discussed throughout this Checklist, potential impacts on human beings that could 

occur as a result of the Proposed Project are less than significant or could be reduced to 
less-than-significant levels with mitigation (see Items 3, Air Quality, 7, Geology and Soils, 
9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials and 13, Noise).   
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4.  Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 
 
Those factors checked below involve impacts that are “Potentially Significant”: 
 
 
 Aesthetics  Agriculture and Forestry  Air Quality 
   Resources   
      
 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Energy 
      
 Geology/Soils  Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous 
     Materials 
      
 Hydrology/Water Quality  Land Use/Planning  Mineral Resources 
      
 Noise  Population/Housing  Public Services 
      
 Recreation  Transportation  Tribal Cultural  
     Resources 
      
 Utility/Service Systems  Wildfire  Mandatory Findings of 
     Significance 
      
X None After Mitigation     
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